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IV.— THE LATEST EXPANSIONS OF THE 
ODYSSEY. 

In an article published in A. J. P. XXXVII (1916) 1 ff. I 
examined the relation between lines omitted in manuscripts of 
the Iliad and lines omitted in the papyri, and sought among 
other things to show that this relation was constant enough to 
enable one to forecast what lines would be omitted in those parts 
of the Iliad for which papyrus evidence is not yet available. 
It was my intention to extend this work to the Odyssey, and it 
then occurred to me that it was possible to conduct the investi- 
gation in such a way as to test the accuracy of my forecast, and 
thus secure an experimental verification of the theory. 

Accordingly at my request one of my pupils in the Ohio State 
University, Miss Ruth M. Kellar, collected the material from 
Ludwich's commentary, which I checked and supplemented by 
the critical apparatus of Monro-Allen. Then, before consulting 
any papyrus, 1 I prepared in writing on the principles set forth 
in my preceding article the following lists. 

I. Instances of " surface corruption " : (a) certain as leav- 
ing an obvious lacuna, (b) others open to but little less doubt 

I*: The variants cited at a 37. 51. 51-2. 107-9. IX 8- 138 
176. 279-92. 383. 397-8. 425. 438-9. 30. 120-1. 171. 188-90 
271. 277-8. 297. 408. 417-8. y 128. 171-2. 384. 396. 402 
8 59. 82. 185. 224. 384-99. 394. 464. 575. 647. 680. 721. 789 
« 117-24. 278. 325. 351. 371. 469. £ 53. 88. 154. 224-316 
v 30-1. 63. 88. 89-91. 119. 134-9. 213. 262. 283-4. 313. 9-31 
44. 45-7. 131-2. 251. 265. 420-1. 439. 499. 545-6. 1 31-2 
169-70. 226. 249. 326-7. 355. k 163-4. 305. 327. 341-2. 356-7 
408. 433. 469. A 10. 87. 195. 206. 254-7. 336-42. 337-8. 340 
408-9. 442-3. 444. 477. 516. 545. /t 54. 135. 265-70. 280-329. 
416. 431-6. 441. v 78-128. 178-229. 258-61. 333-5. 334. 374-6 
i 5 2 -3- 57- 162. 268. 315. 457-8. 468. 520. o 9-10. 24. 48^9. 65 
68. 114. 130-2. 150. 169. 171. 332. 356-8. 526-31. 528-9 

1 Some information about them reached me of course through Monro- 
Allen, but my classification was but slightly, if at all, affected by it. 
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■K 226. 392. 452-4. p 33. 55. 295. 331. 333. 335. 350-2. 413 

491-3. 496. 536. 539. 546. 577-8. 604. <r 45. 92-3. 155. 158. 332 
338. t 86-8. 93. 117. 184. 285. 331-3- 349- 458- v 227. 268 
331. <t> 158-9. 177. 179-85. 302. 326. 346. 351. 407. x i- 68-9. 
109. 183. 259-485. 265. 323. 392-4. ^ 21-2. 50. 88. 103. 148 
151. 178-9. 223. 241. 242. a) 28-31. 32. 90-1. 253. 330. 336. 354 
384. 409. 418. 439. 446-7. 448. 491. 520-2. 527. 533. 

P: The variants cited at j8 2-3. 4. 148. 217-8. 393. 426 
8 83. 118-20. 439. 614. € 129. 153-60. 247. 402. 112. 148. 172 
340. 407. 435-6. 508. 510. i 5-8. 131. 313-5. 341-3- 437- 49i 
563. k 18. 21. 411. A 161. 179. 218. 231. 291-2. 312. 517-8. 590. 
607-8. /x 103. 105. 368. v 71-2. 314. 386-91. 435-6- 1 101. 429 
434. o 6. 143. 450-1. rt 318. p 8. 277. 314. 338-9. 495-7 

a IIO-20. 199. 282. 309. 318. t 18. v 152. 247. $ 86. 113. 283 
386. 431. x 2 3- x 46- 2O0. 317. 431. V io 3- a> 222. 276-7 

338-9. 398. 401. v 83 worthy of separate note because omitted 
by d r P 1 . 

II. Interpolations: (a) certain, (b) probable. 

II»: a 93 ab . 148. 148*. 285*. 329". /8 4". 107*. 191. 407. 429 
y 19. 78. 416*. 493. 857-8. (93 a ). 2i8\ 228*. 399. 432. 598* 

783. 796". e 91. 157. 204 a . £ 209*. 313-5. V VT- 203 a - 221" 

27, 58, 62*. 303. 348 s . 5oi a . 1 30. 89. 412 s . 489. 531. k 201-2 
225 a . 233*. 253. 265. 310". 315. 3i5 a " d . 3i9 ab . 368-72. 409 s - 43° 
456- 459*- 470- 475-9- 482. 502". 504. 569. A 60. 92. i78 ab . 266 s 
343- 343"- 369 s - 407- 604. 638*. p. 6. 99 a -< 3 . 133*. 140-1. 147. i53 a 
240*. 365 s . v i97 a . 347-8. 369*. I 154. 369-70- 5I5-7- o 44" 
63. 1 13-9. 139. 295. 345. tt 24 a . 256 s . 317. 412". p3 a -49-233' 
547. 565. 568*. 577 a . 6o3 a . a m a . i84 a . 393. 413. r 153. 291-2 
558 ab . v327 a . 4, 66. 109. 276. 353 s . X 43-43 a -!9i- ^48.127-8 
320. to 4 a . 121. 143. 171". Some reservations may be made for 
189. k 233 a . 475-9. 569. 

II b : 8273. £21. i547-[«37o] 1 "428. £451- 11-50-224 
p 432. a 59. 131. t 62. 77. 250-1. 275-7. v 145. <f> 189. 308 

381. x37- (-113-238.542. 

There remained a number of lines not necessary for the con- 
text, but for the omission of which there is only slight evidence ; 
and there seemed a chance that some among them might prove to 

1 The inclusion of this line was an oversight. It is probably interpo- 
lated, but in an interpolation 368-72 already included in the preceding 
list. 
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be interpolations which had succeeded in spreading to almost all 
manuscripts. No doubt the limits of this possibility could have 
been narrowed by eliminating lines known to Aristarchus, and 
lines for which no obvious source in the Homeric poems could 
be indicated ; but the results would not have repaid the work 
involved, and it seemed better to list them all as doubtful, and 
await the verdict of the papyri. They are III : a 30. 72. 139 
195. 214. 381-2. 419. ft 140. 227. 272-3. 421. 434. 7 42. 209 
220. 304. 308. 381. 429. 465-7. 8 38. 53. 75. 293. 294-5. 303 
330.346.458.753.828.845. £29.48.179.479. £213.306. ,5 
80. 116. 132. 154. 161. 225. 6 30. 106. 335. 430-2. 440. 464- 534 
541. 558. 1 24. 35-6. 361. 406. 414. 426. 428. 505. 507. 541-2 
558-9. k 6. 101. 185-6. 344. 392. 402. 437. 1 A. 109. 274. 280 
459-60. 478. 513-15- 546. i" 207. v 91. 145. 289. 391. £ 15 
69- 7 1 - 93-5- 206. 340. 476. 509. o 448. 475. 480-1. 7T 14. 19 
61. 105. 357. 393. P 43. 63-4. 131. 133-5. 156. i?i- 198- 395 
402. 404. 601. 2 a 39. 167-8. 197. 280. 352. t 114. 122. 165 
170-1. 204. 357. 466. 500. 555. v 46. 61. 335. <p 122-3. l6 5 
219-20. 244. 270. 318. 334-5- 373- 43°- 43 2 - X 26 4- 3 2 9- t 217 
229. <o 53. 70. 117. 217-8. 239-40. 479-80. 484-5. 486. 535 

545-7- 

In the vulgate papyri to which I have had access the follow- 
ing passages are contained : 

a: 131-45 P- Oxyr. 562 s. Ill; 43 2 -44 P- O x y r - 5^3 
s. II-III. 

0: 304-12. 339-57- 362-74- 386-410 P. Oxyr. 773 s. II; 
315-27 P. Oxyr. 564 s. II-III. 

y : 226-31 P. Oxyr. 774 s. Ill; 284-93. 3i9~ 2 7- 387-404- 
422-32 (433-4) 435-7- (438) 439-97 P- Brit. Mus. 271 s. I 
(cf. Kenyon, JPh. XXII. 238 ff.) ; 304-75- 384-402 P. Genav. 
(cf. Nicole, Rev. de Phil. XVIII p. 101). 

8 : 292-302 P. Oxyr. 565 s. II-III ; 388-400 P. Oxyr. 775 
s. Ill ; 520-9 P. Oxyr. 776 s. I-II ; 685-708 P. Oxyr. 566 s. Ill ; 
757-65 P. Oxyr. 567 s. III. 

e: 7-17. 34-44 P. Oxyr. 777 s. IV; 346-53 P- Bodl. MS. 
Gr. class, g. 7 s. Ill (cf. Grenfell, An Alexandr. Erot. Fragm.). 

£: 201-3. 205-9. 255-6. 258-63. 286-300. 325-8 P. Fayum 
7 s. I. 

1 The omission in P of 436-7 is simply haplography. 
' Causing in W the loss of 602? 
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rf. 67-126 P. Lips. Ill s. IV (Blass, Ber. d. sachs. Gesellsch. 
ph.-hist. Kl. 1904, p. 211 f.). 

6 : 348-50 P. Berol. 7805 s. II. 

1 '• 75~9 2 P- Berol. Nr. 40 (vorher Schliisse einer Kol. [43 u. 
45]) s.I. 

k : 26-50 P. Oxyr. 778 s. Ill ; 124-30 P. Oxyr. 779 s. II— III ; 
366-80. 399-402 P. Fayum 157 s. I— II. 

A : 1-20 P. Oxyr. 568 s. Ill ; 195-208 P. Oxyr. 569 s. II ; 
428-40 P. Tebt. 431 s. I-II; 471-93- 523~45 p - Oxyr. 780 
s. II (?); 492-5" P- Ryl. 52 s. II-III; 557-73. 588-610 
P. Fayum 310 s. I-II. 

fi: 275-6. 289-96. 318-26. (327-9)- 333- 346-54- (355-7)- 
358- 375-82. 401-10. (41 1-2). 413-5. (416). 417-8. 430-8 
(2 lines). 442-5. (446). 447 P. Ryl. 53 s. III-IV. 

v: 1-9. (10). 1 1-7. 28-37. (38). 39-41- (42-3). 44-5 
55-65. (66). 67-73. 83-93. (94)- 95-iQi. 1 10-21. (122). 123-5 
(126). 127-9. 139-49- (150). I5I-3- (154)- I55-6- 167-86 
196-21 1. (212). 213-5. 225-44. 254-70. (271). 272-4. 283-302. 
311-29. 338-59. 367-87. 395-416. 424-40 P. Ryl. 53; 1 10-8 
120-6. 137-45. 147-54 P. Berol. Nr. 264 s. V-VI. 

$: 8-28. 36-57. 65-85. 93-113. 120-41. 148-70. 176-98 
204. 226. 232-54. 260-82. 288. 310. 316-38. 348-66. 378-96 
406-24. 434-47- (448). 449-52. 464-80. 508-9 P. Ryl. 53 ; 15-24 
35 ( ?). 36-60. 71-86. 374-6. 379-81. 407-9. 430-41 P- Berol 
7517 s. VII- VIII ; 50-72 P. Oxyr. 570 s. II. 

o: 2-3. 25-31. 57-61. 48-9 im. 91. 127. i50-i(?). 260-2 
3i8-9( ?). 370-4. (375-8). 379-81. 397-400 P. Ryl. 53; 161-81 
189-210 P. Amh. II 23 s. III-IV; 216-31. 239-53 P- Cairo 
10397 (Goodspeed, Chicago Dec. Publ. I. 5. p. 3 ff.) s. II. 

tt: 1-8 P. Oxyr. 571 s. I-II ; 243-56. 288-301 P. Oxyr. 781 
s. III. 

p : 137-48. 182-93 P. Oxyr. 782 s. Ill ; 410-28 P. Oxyr. 783 
s. I. A. C. 

a: 1-35. 56-93 P. Oxyr. 572 s. Ill; 103-4; 137-8. 170. 
157-8 im. (?). 201-2. 234-5. 303. 365-7. 399-401 P. Ryl. 53. 

t: 1-4. 35-8. 69-71. I04(?). 138. 174-5. 206-7. 236-9. 
270-3. 309-11. 342-4. 374-7. 407-10. 440-3. 472-5. 505-8. 
537-40. 569-72. 598-604 P. Ryl. 53 ; 452-71 P- Oxyr. 573 s. Ill ; 
534-99 P. Berol. 10568 s. IV-V. 
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v. 26-34. 59-68. 92-102. 125-34. 157-67. 188-202. 222-36. 
257-71. 293-308. 330-44. 365-81. (382-91). 392-4 P. Ryl. 53. 

4>: 1-14. 29-49. (50-6). 57-60. (61). 62-82. 91-153. (154- 
6). 157-434 P. Ryl- 53- 

X'- Complete P. Ryl. 53; 31-47. 80-93. m-48. 182-96. 
230-317 P. Oxyr. 448 s. III. 

if/ : Complete P. Ryl. 53 ; 185-94. 230-42 P. Oxyr. 448 s. III. 

»> : Complete P. Ryl. 53 ; 501-8 P. Tebt. 432 s. II. 

A lexicon to o is also contained in P. Amh. II 18 not later than 
150 a. d. which gives some evidence for the text upon which it 
was based. 

The behavior of these papyri as compared with my lists is as 
follows : 

Of the variants listed in I a , I b as " surface corruption " but 
one * recurs in a papyrus. P. Ryl. 53 has space for but two lines 
between ft 438 and 442. Hunt rightly recognized that this was 
due to the omission of 441 as in j U 8 . This may be taken as an 
indication of a special relationship between the papyrus and 
these manuscripts, but is without further significance. It is 
needless to rehearse the lines in these lists that are attested. 

Of the lines in II a designated as certain interpolations one 
(1 89) that was included with some hesitation is found in P. 
Berol. Nr. 40. For another line (x 191) the papyri waver, it 
being found in P. Ryl. 53, while P. Oxyr. 448 omits it. But my 
prediction is confirmed in the following cases : /? 407 om. P. 
Oxyr. 773 ; y 493 om. P. Brit. Mus. 271 ; 8 399 om. P. Oxyr. 775 ; 
6 348 s om. P. Berol. 7805; « 368-72 om. P. Fayum 157; A 604 
om. P. Fayum 310; v 197*. 347-8- 3^- £ J 54 om. P. Ryl. 53; 
I 515-7. o 113-9 om. P. Ryl. 53 (as inferred by Hunt from 
considerations of space) ; r 558 ab om. P. Berol. 10568; <j> 66. 
109. 276. 353 a . om. P. Ryl. 53 ; x 43- 43 a om. P. Ryl. 53, P. Oxyr. 
448 ; \f/ 48. 127-8. 320. w 4 a . 121. 143. 171" om. P. Ryl. 53. The 
text used by P. Amh. II. 18 evidently did not contain o 113-9, 
and the other lines from o in this list are at least not noticed by 
this papyrus. 

Of the verses contained in list II b but one (<t> 308) is omitted 
(by P. Ryl. 53) while v 428. £ 451. a 59 and all others from 
<i> 189 — <o 542 are attested. 

1 There is obviously no connection between a 158 om. it., add. im. G 
and a 157-8 om. it., add. im. P. Ryl. 53, even if these lines be correctly 
identified. 
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From list III P. Ryl. 53 omits </> 219-20. w 480 (not 479), 
while on the other hand 45 passages are attested. 

The only stichometric notes in the papyri are y opposite x 302 
in P. Oxyr. 448, which indicates the omission of no lines other 
than 43. 191 ; and « opposite <a 504 in P. Tebt. 432 corresponding 
to the omission of lines 121. 143. as in P. Ryl. 53 and two other 
lines, which can not be definitely designated. 

The papyri omit, probably correctly, four lines : y 487 P. 
Brit. Mus. 271 ; v 396. t 581. <f> 65 P. Ryl. 53 (Allen informed 
Hunt that v 396 is omitted also by Neap. II. F 4). Other 
deviations are instances of surface corruption in P. Ryl. 53: 
insertion of v 339* ( = 343), omission of a 157-8 (add. im.). 
v 304. <f> 291-2 (add. im. m. 2). x x 74- *» 78-9- 277 being due to 
haplography, while no cause can be assigned for the omission of 
v 197. (add. im. m. 2). <■> 270 or for the transposition of <« 134. 
133 which is corrected. Whether v 271 is " lost " or omitted 
through haplography is not clear. 

The interpretation I should place on these facts is as follows. 
From list III no more was expected than that some of the lines 
might prove to be interpolations. This has received extremely 
little confirmation ; for no stress can be laid upon the omission 
in P. Ryl. 53 of <£ 219-20 as in Mon. U 6 and of <■> 480 as in U 6 , 
which may well be entirely on a par with the omission of p 441 
discussed above. It seems now most probable that the entire 
list is simply ' surface corruption ' that has not betrayed its 
origin by making nonsense of the text ; although it is possible 
that this verdict may be modified by the discovery of other and 
earlier papyri. List IP also has received practically no con- 
firmation, but in judging this there is another element which 
must be taken into consideration. If these lines are interpolated, 
they have succeeded in spreading more widely than those of 
list II a and are therefore presumably of earlier date. Now it so 
happens that no evidence either for or against any line in this 
list is given by any papyrus earlier than the third century. The 
case should therefore be regarded as being still sub iudice; and 
I may point out that the stichometry of P. Tebt. 432 of the sec- 
ond century is exactly right if it omits the lines given in IP u> 
121. 143 and also those in IP o> 113. 238. 

On the other hand the predictions based on lists I and IP 
have received a signal confirmation, more so indeed than might 
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have been expected. List II a proves to be an accurate measure 
of the difference between the papyri and the manuscripts. The 
lines in it should be excluded from the text of the Odyssey. 
The result would be a form of text such as circulated in the 
third century, and that is the earliest form of the text which 
the materials now extant permit us to constitute. It seems 
indeed possible — I would not say probable — that the manu- 
scripts of the Odyssey are derived from an archetype of no 
earlier date. 

If the interpolations of the Odyssey be compared with those 
of the Iliad they will be seen to be of the same general character. 
In each poem we have in the main concordance interpolation ; 
or, to employ a medical metaphor, auto-intoxication. But the 
text of the Odyssey has suffered more ; and it has been slightly 
affected by the Iliad, while of the reverse process there is barely 
a trace. If the analogy with the Iliad holds for the period pre- 
ceding the third century, we must believe that the Odyssey was 
already interpolated at this time — cf . above the lines omitted by 
papyri but found in all manuscripts — and that the detection and 
removal of these interpolations would lead to a text agreeing 
line for line with the edition of Aristarchus. 

George Melville Bolling. 

Ohio State University. 



